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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

Claims 1-4 and 9-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Grab in view of Gibson and further in view of Erismann. Regarding claims 1, 10 
and 1 1 Grob US 1 ,783,363 teaches a system for moving freight to and from rail cars 
comprising: 

a first railway (15) to accommodate said rail cars; 
a staging area (not numbered); 

a second railway (18) positioned between the first railway and the staging area 
accommodating a movable transfer dock (20); 

cargo containers which are movable between the rail cars and the staging area 
via said movable dock. Grob does not teach a two tiered container or a conveyor on the 
floor of the rail car. Gibson US 6,520,729 teaches a rail car with a plurality of cells (7) 
wherein each cell has a conveyor (10) on the floor thereof. Gibson also does not teach 
a two tiered container for use with his system. Erismann US 3,400,671 teaches a 
storage and transport container comprising: 

a base (32); 

two side walls extending up from said base; 

a platform secured to said walls; 

wherein said platform is adjustable in a vertical direction; 

an open top. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time of invention to provide the system taught by Grob with conveyors on the floor as 
taught by Gibson to allow the system to more effectively load the rail car when partial 
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loads are being shipped and to further provide the tiered container as taught by 
Erismann for storing a plurality of piece goods in the system with a minimum footprint 
by vertically stacking the pieces within the container on separate levels. 

Regarding claim 2 Grob further teaches the staging area is a truck loading area. 

Regarding claims 3 and 9 Grob teaches using any type of rail car, so it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of invention to use a 
refrigerated boxcar with the system if perishable products are being shipped. It is also 
noted that the type of rail car used will not effect the operation of the system. 

Regarding claim 4 Grob further teaches means (60) for moving the movable 

dock. 

Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Grob, 
Gibson and Erismann as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Leech. Grob 
teaches the limitations of claim 1 as above, they do not teach securing the movable 
dock to the rail car. Leech US 1 ,830,740 teaches securing a movable transfer dock to a 
rail car to ensure proper alignment between the two. It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of invention to provide the device taught by Grob 
with the securing means as taught by Leech to maintain the alignment between the rail 
cars and the movable dock during loading and unloading of the rail cars. 

Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Grob, 
Gibson and Erismann as applied to claim 4 above, and further in view of Hester. Grob 
teaches the limitations of claim 4 as above, they do not teach a conveyor on the 
movable dock. Hester US 2,102,844 teaches a system for moving a container to and 
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from a rail car via a movable dock, wherein said dock has a conveyor for handling the 
container. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of 
invention to provide the device taught by Grab with a conveyor on the movable dock in 
order to allow the device to easily move container both to and from the dock and the rail 
car. 

Claims 7 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Grob, Gibson and Erismann as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Norrie. 
Grob teaches the limitations of claim 1 as above, they do not teach the movable dock as 
having doors or curtain seals. Norrie US 3,834,562 teaches a movable dock for moving 
containers between two vehicles wherein the dock has a plurality of doors for receiving 
and depositing cargo with expandable curtain seals being provided on said doors. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of invention to 
provide the device taught by Grob with curtain seals as taught by Norrie in order to 
protect the containers from the elements during transfer from one vehicle to another. 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon, but considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure is: Rosenbaum 1954, McMurry, Sr. 1959, Obes 1959, Lamson et 
al. 1987, Barry 2003 and Viragh et al. 2005. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Charles A. Fox whose telephone number is 571-272- 
6923. The examiner can normally be reached between 7:00-4:00 Monday-Thursday. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Eileen D. Lillis can be reached at 571-272-6928. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Charles A. Fox 



Examiner 
Art Unit 3652 



